3.    Presence of split-resistant reinforcement in the walls is a
third variable. The reinforcement consists of nominal trans-
verse welded wire fabric as shown in Fig. 3.

4.   Stress level in the joint is a fourth variable.

The effects of these variables are discussed in the following sections.

3.3.1  Case 1: Low Strength Grout, Cores Unfilled, Walls Reinforced
or Unreinforced

For Case 1 shown in Fig. 14(a) load flow is through discrete verti-
cal columns. Since the slab cores are unfilled and the slabs them-
selves are supported on soft bearing pads, the grout column is
independent of the slab and carries most of the load. With grout
strength less than the wall strength, increasing load produces
grout column crushing, identified as Stage 1. With the loss of the
grout column, load is transferred to the two slab ends. Due to
their lower net area these eventually crush before damaging the
wall. This is identified as Stage 2. Since the capacity of the
grout column is generally greater than that of the combined slab
ends, maximum capacity is reached at Stage 1.

Stresses in the wall panels never control. Consequently, the
behavior and capacity of this joint configuration are not affected
by reinforcing. This behavior was observed in Specimens B-6 and
B-7. Specimen B-6 after testing is shown in Fig. 15(a).

3.3.2  Case 2: Low Strength Grout, Cores Filled, Walls Reinforced
or Unreinforced

For Case 2 with filled cores as shown in    Fig. 14(b), the joint

behaves initially as a monolithic element.      The funnelling effect

is accomplished through shear between the    grout column and the

grout cores. Vertical stress is initially    uniform at the top of
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